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Pseudo-Scientists vs. Catholics 


By F. L. 


$¢P)SEUDO-SCIENCE,” “pseudo-scientists” and 
kindred terms bearing the sting of scorn are 
frequently met with in Catholic periodicals of the 
militant type. They epitomize the protest that Cath- 
olicism makes against the bald materialism of modern 
scientists who sense no mystery in the illimitable heavens 
or in the timid violet peeping with blue eyes from last 
autumn’s coverlet of oak leaves. Such men do not admit 
that there are elements in the distant heavens or the 
humble violet that transcend our understanding and 
leave us groping blindly in the dark, if we seek to ex- 
tort from them the effulgence of their secret, with science 
as our sole abettor. Enchanted by their will-o’-the-wisp, 
these men cannot behold the dimmer yet less ephemeral 
halos encircling the pensive, quiet-moving mysteries 
beckoning to us on every side, whether in the depths of 
the woodland or in the quiet of one’s study: the mystery 
of the stars, of the flowers; the mystery of the origin of 
the myriad forms of life, the mystery of ourselves; the 
mystery of the workings of our own minds, of our own 
senses, of memory, of hearing, of recollection; the mys- 
tery of the meaning of the universe about us, the mys- 
tery of God. If we are honest with ourselves we will 
discover that these quiet yet ever-insistent images are 
always present in the wings of our mental scenery, and 
that eventually they will occupy the center of the stage, 
with us ourselves as the ecstasy-wrapt auditors. 
“Pseudo-science!” “Pseudo-scientists!’ The worm 
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turns at last and the mystic Catholic vents his quiet wrath 
upon the intellectually proud who have for decades been 
maintaining that Catholicism is irrational, untenable in the 
light of modern science. “I had a young man in one of my 
classes who was a firm Catholic. After he had been 
studying advanced science he told me one day he could 
not hold many of the beliefs he had been taught by his 
parents. These ideas were suitable and satisfactory to 
them, the young man said, but not to a man who knew 
science.” 

There was subdued and ill-disguised exultation in the 
voice of the speaker who was a professor and head of 
a department in a great university, for he too felt that 
Catholicism is untenable in that light of modern science, 
and so do practically all scientists in great and small 
secular colleges, though they do not openly thus express 
themselves. Their attitude must be deduced indirectly. 

There is a real conflict in all our great colleges, 
the conflict between religion, the vehicle of faith, and 
so-called science, however much some compromising 
Catholics maintain the contrary. Innuendo and auto- 
cratic dogmatism are the favorite weapons of the pseudo- 
scientist. He looks askance at the dogmas of the 
Church, contemplates them with scarce-concealed and 
condescending indulgence, and rejects them because they 
transcend his scientific and logical understanding. For 
him mysteries do not exist because he accepts only what 
he can understand, and he believes that human under- 
standing will eventually comprehend all things macro- 
cosmic or microcosmic. 

The Catholic believes that as long as the flesh has its 
limitations there are barriers over which the intellect, 
strive as it will, cannot leap. He is a mystic, sensing 
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the Infinite and yielding humble fealty of mind to the 
mysteries of his Faith, firmly believing there are things 
which it is not given the eye to see or the ear to hear. 
The pseudo-scientist is a materialist; there is nothing 
which will not yield its secret to the scalpel, the balance, 
the test-tube or the microscope. He has his concepts, 
his mental instruments with which he seeks to dissect 
the cosmic wonders. If it can be shown that he has not 
complete and ultimate understanding of these instru- 
ments, that these very concepts themselves have some- 
thing too of mystery transcending understanding, then 
the position of Catholicism will not be weakened, where- 
as the scientist will be hoist by his own petard and be 
obliged to enlist some greater force and seek a more dis- 
tant fulcrum. No well-informed man will assume an 
attitude of hostility towards science, but he will demand 
that science, exact knowledge, dissociate from itself the 
wealth of intra-ramifying theories too often accepted as 
science. Let us demand that a scientist hostile to Cath- 
olicism on the ground of logic be as merciless with his 
own concepts as he is with the basic beliefs of Cath- 
olicism. 

Below all scientific concepts, when we dip from the 
material into the metaphysical, is infinity. We know the 
“how” of nature’s phenomena: we do not know the “why.” 
We know that the stone falls from the cliff to the earth 
and is held there by some permanent, unchanging, never- 
varying force. Why is the stone pulled to the earth? 
“Gravity,” says the scientist. “But what is gravity?” 
We have left the tangible and are tumbling into hollow 
space. “What is gravity?” We are up against a stone 
wall which, in spite of the tomes of physicists innumer- 
able, remains as silently immovable and unperturbed and 





474 PSEUDO-SCIENTISTS VS. CATHOLICS 





unanswering as on that initial day when the apple’s fall 
set the mighty Newton pondering. 

So it is with practically every other concept of science. 
We observe the physical and chemical and biological 
properties and activities of matter and define their re- 
lationship ; yet when understanding steps behind the scenes 
to see what moves the puppet-players it falls precipitately 
into a Stygian pit. Yet science refuses credence to mys- 
teries of Catholicism because they transcend under- 
standing. 

Reason and understanding, says science, are the pillars 
of fire and cloud to lead us out of the bond-land of the 
unknown into the milk-and-honey realm of complete and 
final knowledge. Yet if we but stop to think, we find 
one bold and glaring instance in which reason presents 
to the understanding a concept the latter is unable to 
comprehend. Reason tells us that in the silent stretches 
of space in which are hung the burning stars there is 
illimitability : space, matter, space, matter, linear infinity, 
boundless sphericity, the farther in we go the farther 
we must speed if we seek the confines where space and 
matter vanish, only again to encounter spatial infinity, 
vast, yawning, engulfing, overwhelming. The eye of 
understanding fails when it seeks to fix its gaze upon this 
vista of infinity and the madhouse awaits him who thinks 
he comprehends it. Where is the finality of human 
understanding? The weird alchemist, extracting phos- 
phorus from the skulls of the dead and seeking the touch- 
stone to transmute base metal into purest gold was not 
half so vain a dreamer. 

Many a delver in nature’s depths smiles indulgently 
when mention is made of infallibility. Science is the 
only sure ground on which to tread, it alone is the oracle 
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and fount of truth. Yet there have been times when 
science has crumbled to its foundations. The history of 
science reveals Stahl and the phlogistonists who held that 
there was one great, dominant element, phlogiston. A 
burned metal yielded up its phlogiston, making a calx, 
which could be transformed again into pure metal by 
heating with a phlogiston-rich substance like charcoal. 
For over a century science was enslaved by omitting to 
consider that a burned metal must be lighter if it 
yielded up phlogiston, a ponderable element. Yet for 
decades this theory lay at the bottom of every concept 
of chemistry. One observation is permissible: nature’s 
phenomena are always the same; the explanations are 
ever-varying. We have had phlogiston, the atom and 
the molecule: ponderable material; now we have the 
ion, the mental imagery of which has to do largely with 
energy, the non-material. And what is energy? An- 
other abyss is yawning and understanding cannot leap the 
gap. Science leads us from the physical to the meta- 
physical, from the realm of matter to the realm of mind, 
and each succeeding generation of scientists images its 
painting of nature with ever-varying perspective and 
ceaseless shifting of light and shadow. Explain away 
any concept of science and we have an irreducible mini- 
mum which is as great a mystery as Transubstantiation. 
True, the circle of human knowledge is being greatly 
enlarged; but let us not forget that it is still a circle 
“that ever returneth into the selfsame spot.” 

Many a scientist beholds with honest pity the “unrea- 
soning faith” of the uninformed Catholic who implicitly 
accepts the teaching of the Church. Put to the test he 
cannot give a convincing reason for the faith he pro- 
fesses, save that one all-sufficient reason, as far as Cath- 
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olics are concerned, that the Church teaches what he be- 
lieves. To scientists such a man seems grossly ignorant 
and without logical processes when he accepts teach- 
ing without verifying it. But let us ask the chemist to 
demonstrate the Periodic Law, or beg the physicist to 
prove that the speed of light is approximately 180,000 
miles a second. The former when pressed for au- 
thority quotes Mendeleeff ; the latter, Roemer. Both have 
accepted data relating to matter and light without verify- 
ing these data experimentally. Is not this blind “unrea- 
soning faith”? To be sure, the physicist can verify the 
speed of light, provided he has the requisite diversified 
knowledge of astronomy, mathematics, etc., and the 
proper instruments and a knowledge of their use, but 
why does he persistently close his eyes to the analogous 
position of the uninformed Catholic? Mental arrogance 
and intellectual pride too often prevent him from con- 
sulting authorities on Catholicism; yet he himself swears 
by authorities. 

Matter-of-fact scientists palm off many a jest at the 
expense of the dreamer poet; yet it is not uncommon to 
find that this poet, led by intuition to the heights, has 
a longer vision and larger view of that enchanting land- 
scape embracing the mysteries of life. The scientist 
views this field at closer range and subjects it to a more 
minute inspection, but his view suffers in range and com- 
prehensiveness. The poet has arrived at one truth, at 
least. For Tennyson feels he could tell what God and 
man is if he could but pluck out the secret from the heart 
of the flower in the crannied wall. The scientist classi- 
fies the flower, describes its habitat, assigns it to its prop- 
er group and, because he is so much concerned with 
special phenomena, misses the real question, the age-long 
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mystery: Why is the flower? How does it grow from a 
tiny seed, gust-tossed in autumn into a cranny of the 
wall, to blossom in the spring into a riot of purple and 
pink and white, defying the greatest painter’s art? What 
made it grow? Were the chemist to analyze the seed he 
would find it composed of hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen, 
carbon; the microscope would reveal a cellular construc- 
tion; the soil in which it grew is rich in nitrates; the air 
surrounding it contained hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen and 
some other elements ; the rain from the heavens was water 
bearing carbon dioxide; the sun’s heat is sensorily ex- 
perienced; and from these simple things we have the 
radiant flower, waving on its slender stem, exhaling its 
rich perfumes on the caressing zephyrs, yet exactly 
similar in form and beauty to the flower from which 
it fell as a tiny seed. And still there are men who main- 
tain that the forces bringing the flower into being are 
nothing but applied physics and chemistry, but they 
thoughtfully omit to state who applied these forces. Who 
will deny that the poet’s frank admission of ignorance 
has more of real truth in it than the positive assertion of 
the scientist who pretends to know? Even conceding the 
materialist contention that physics and chemistry alone 
brought the flower into being, we have not divested the 
subject of one iota of its mystery because we have seen 
that Stygian darkness lies at the base of every concept 
of science. What is chemical affinity? Why is it? Why 
is gravity and what is it? Whence comes this attraction 
drawing the wafted seed into a cranny of the wall? 
What directs the piling of cell upon cell? Whence come 
these rich pigments? Ask the perfumer if he can extract 
ravishing odors from common earth as the flower does? 

It is remarkable by what a tenuous thread some entire 
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systems of philosophic-scientific thought are suspended. 
We bare our canines in moments of scorn or hatred, 
says the evolutionistic psychologist, because such an act 
is a surviving vestige of the primeval times when we 
emerged all ape from the cosmic slime zons before the 
“Dawn Man,” and were forced in self-protection to bury 
our fangs in the flesh of some enemy, as we crawled on 
all fours, covered with long hair, our brows receding, 
our jaws markedly prognathous, trailing a long caudal 
appendage. Yet no such ancestry is unmistakably 
demonstrable. And yet we are asked to accept as true 
that which may reasonably be doubted, if for no other 
reason than lack of positive proof. 

And where does science get this grotesque picture? 
From fossil remains of three or four skulls, not entire 
skulls either, but mere fragments. Were these remains 
from the skulls of normal people, or from freaks of 
nature? Were the remains human? Why do the paleon- 
tologists disagree so much among themselves? How 
do we know the bodies were covered with long hair, such 
as some extremists picture? We wonder at the univer- 
sality of Shakespeare whose tirelessly vivacious imagina- 
tion could conceive such varied and diverse types run- 
ning the gamut of human passion, thrilling with the 
dulcet ecstasy of love, burning and blinded with “vault- 
ing ambition” or with Hamlet shrinking from the mys- 
tery of mysteries and the “undiscovered country from 
whose bourne no traveler returns,” yet bounded by 
a tiny nutshell and considering himself lord of in- 
finite space. How microscopically insignificant would 
the poet not have felt in the presence of those master 
Miinchhausens who can reconstruct from a few frag- 
mentary bones a ponderous body, clothe it with long 
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hair, tinge the brutish face, sloping brow and heavy jaw 
into the faintest flush of awakening intelligence, lengthen 
the shaggy arms, surrounded the monster with a side- 
show atmosphere and blatantly announce to the gaping, 
credulous crowds: “This is your great-great-great 
grandfather.” 

Future generations will look pityingly back at us for 
having failed to note things which have been perfectly 
obvious from the dawn of creation; and the riddle under- 
lying even so apparent a thing as the material universe 
will be just as unanswerable then as now. If the future 
is to be judged by the past, human understanding, like 
the Sphynx of old, will be the reputed possessor of a 
solution to the riddle, of which solution the understand- 
ing itself is not even conscious. The Sphynx will still 
gaze in unanswering silence towards the hope-bearing 
dawn, as science questions it. Mirages will paint oases 
of shade and cooling water and the shifting light will 
shatter the delusion and the silent Sphynx will still crouch 
in silence immutable amid the burning, hopeless sands 
stretching away to the horizon. 

Every man, honest with himself, will concede that he 
is conscious of things which are mysteries and to which 
all the learning of the ages offers no solution. He will 
also admit that material science cannot answer his ques- 
tionings; that material science or material things never 
can and never will satisfy the longing and the yearning 
of the clear-eyed treader of the heights or the honest 
struggler in the vale, seeking the meaning and the pur- 
pose of life and the touchstone for complete and un- 
alloyed happiness. 
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The Pope and the Children 


The Address the Holy Father Gave the Children of 
Rome, July 30, 1916. 


} is indeed both just and natural that to the appeal 

sent out by Us to all the children of Europe that 
on this day, the anniversary of an unhappy event, they 
should approach the Holy Eucharistic Table both in great 
numbers and with great fervor, the children of this Our 
Rome should be the first to correspond. Nearest to the 
heart of the Vicar of Christ, they see his needs from close 
at hand, they best know his aspirations, his sorrows; 
born citizens of Rome they feel, even at their tender age, 
the pulsations of that heart of the world, the Papal See; 
descendants of their glorious ancestors in our Faith they 
have in their veins the blood of Tarsicius, which lifts their 
hearts to the Sacrament of the Altar in which lives all 
reason of their faith and of their life as Romans. So We 
are grateful to you, Lord Cardinal, for having given us 
the pleasure of being able to see this elect and numerous 
band of children who from the Altar and Table of the in- 
visible God have come to Us, who perpetuate visibly the 
authority and the Person of Christ ; and We see them here, 
breathing sincerity and love, bringing to Us their simple 
hearts still warm with divine affection, We hear them 
open in salutation to Us their pure young lips, still reso- 
nant with that supreme prayer which We desired should 
accompany the universal Communion. 

Often have We asked Ourselves, sadly, if perchance 
the life which human society is today living, far indeed 
from the field of battle but not far from the consequent 
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horrors of the war, is not utterly out of keeping with the 
spirit of Christian mortification which is so imperiously 
suggested by the conditions of the times. And, indeed, 
We have had to reply that the desolation, which a second 
time, according to the words of Scripture, is laying deso- 
late every land, does not appear depicted on men’s faces; 
and indeed, notwithstanding the calls to recollection and 
penitence arising from so many disasters, grown-up peo- 
ple cannot separate themselves from the pleasures of 
modern life. 

Trembling, therefore, for the salvation of the human 
race, but yet not despairing of the pity of Him who made 
the peoples so that they could be healed, We take refuge 
in the thought and hope that it may please the infinite 
goodness of the Divine Father to consider not so much 
the penitence of the adults as the innocence of the little 
ones. So We have turned to you, children, who just as 
you hold all the affection of your parents, assuage 
their sufferings, and are their future, so you hold 
too, the very special affection of the Father of the Faith- 
ful, you sweeten his bitternesses, in you lie his hopes. 

Looking at you, dear children, and in you at all the 
children who in every part of the world have today ap- 
proached the Eucharistic Banquet, We see in a thousand 
faces the same image of God, reflected in the pure mirror 
of your white souls, and, countersigned by that, We ven- 
ture to say, omnipotence which belongs to your suppliant 
lips. Omnipotence, in the first place, child of your in- 
nocence, because in the sight of God the prayer of a 
heart ever pure is far more efficacious than that of the 
penitent and purified. Omnipotence, in the second place, 
companion of your weakness, it being indeed true that 
the Author of all power chooses as instruments to con- 
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found the illusive strength of the world none other than 
the weak things of the world. And if your innocence and 
your weakness make you so powerful, how much greater 
is your value in the very special love that Jesus bears 
for you. 

Whom but the children did Jesus Christ embrace? 
Whom did He gather round Him at the roadside and 
desire that they should never be prevented from coming 
to Him? Whom did He tell us to make ourselves like if we 
would enter into the Kingdom of Heaven? Who did He 
say were so close to His Heart that he who offended the 
soul of one were better cast into the sea? Wherefore, to 
give the reason which Jesus Himself gave, the lot and the 
authority of the children is as great as that of a heredi- © 
tary prince, destined not to a passing and empty kingdom 
of the world, but to the crown of the Kingdom of Hea- 
ven: talium est enim regnum celorum. Whence, they 
have in heaven, that is, in their kingdom, their own min- 
isters, interpreters of their prayers before the Throne of 
God, as there are ministers on earth for the prayer of 
sovereign to sovereign; and these their ministers, that is, 
their angels, have no need to be introduced before their 
Lord but see always the face of the Father. 

It is in such omnipotence as this that We trusted, 
children, when on an anniversary of such sorrowful 
memories We appealed to you to approach the Celestial 
Banquet. Of the great motive which inspired Our ap- 
peal, your parish priests and the heads of the houses in 
which you are educated have certainly not failed, under 
the wise guidance of Our Cardinal Vicar, to give you 
sufficient indication, proportionate to your intelligence. 
But that throughout your lives the memory of this 
moment may remain engraved on your minds, and that 
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you may always remember what at such an unhappy 
time you have heard from the very lips of the Vicar of 
Christ, know from Us, too, dear children, that for two 
long years men who were innocent and lovable like you, 
and are no longer lovable and innocent, have been tearing 
one another to pieces and massacring one another. Your 
hearts, gentle by nature and kindly as that of Jesus Christ 
Himself, your imaginations, made for happy ideas and 
turning from horrors, cannot comprehend the full meas- 
ure of disaster that man is bringing on man. Possibly 
to some among you may have come a more living echo 
of the conflict. A father, brother or relative who, torn 
from home, went to the war and then, which God forbid! 
was wounded, or imprisoned or disappeared. But happily 
full conprehension of the terrible spectacle is beyond most 
of you today, it is enough for your minds today to re- 
ceive the idea, which may mature later in the light of 
history, that you are spectators, without understanding, 
of the most horrible tragedy of human hatred and human 
madness, and that you are assisting at the most terrify- 
ing expiation that God has ever brought about, in His 
secret and infinite counsels, with the very arms them- 
selves of sinning society. 

We, on the other hand, Father of all the Faithful, We 
in whose heart are repeated and accentuated the sorrows 
and miseries of all Our children, for two years have been 
suffering, exhorting, praying. But up to now Our ex- 
hortations to lay down arms have been vain, vain Our 
appeal to seek by the way of reason and justice conditions 
which may put an end to this shameful butchery, so, as 
one seeking a plank in a shipwreck, We have resolved 
to have recourse to the invocation of Divine aid by the 
omnipotent means of your innocence. Perhaps, We 
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thought, wearied if not placated by the hard punishment 
of His unmindful children, God will be moved by an in- 
nocent cry which is a cry of the just as was the cry of 
His Son the Redeemer of the world. Perhaps, We said, 
there will be renewed at the foot of the altar the prodigy 
of the son of Agar, wandering in the solitude of death 
and condemned to breathe his last in company with his 
mother. When Agar had lost all hope and had resigned 
herself to death exaudivit Deus vocem pueri . . . de 
loco in quo est (Gen. xxi, 17), and as an angel then 
called Agar from heaven and said to her “Fear not,” so 
God might hear the invocation of these children: Exaudi- 
vit Deus vocem puerorum de loco in quo sunt, that is, 
from the Altar, and entrust to their innocence the mes- 
sage of hope and salvation. 

Stretch out then, dear and all-powerful children, a 
hand to the Vicar of Christ and comfort his unfailing 
hopes with your precious prayers. In your humble peti- 
tion your parents, brothers, all the adults in your families 
will follow you. Yes, they will follow you, because if 
your suppliant voice is irresistible before God, irresistible 
too will be your example before your dear ones, for you 
are all in all to them. You know what We desire. We 
desire that human society may cease from hatred and 
slaughter, and after having been so unspeakably worthy 
of Cain, may turn to be worthy of Abel in works of 
peace, labor and pardon. In what way? We do not 
formulate proposals, for fear that to Our children, all 
equally dear to Us, Our proposals might not be equally 
dear. 

We feel that We have affirmed Our desires often 
enough: now We leave the fulfilment of them in the 
hands of the Almighty, whose place We hold here, the 
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God of justice, mercy and pardon. He will dispose, far 
above the designs of men, that which in His prudent, 
wise and indulgent ruling of human generations He sees 
to be most conducive to their supreme and unchange- 
able good. Meanwhile be you today, beloved children, 
here in Rome and throughout the whole world, es- 
pecially in the sad spots, too widespread and too un- 
fortunate, where sword and fire rule, be you Our mes- 
sengers of peace before God. One child alone, by the 
splendor of his grace, can move the heart of God; one 
child alone in other days, by the side of the navigator 
Albuquerque, could still the tempest and save all on 
board ; and will not today a thousand children, thousands 
of children, move the Heart of Jesus? And may God 
who spared the Children of the Hebrews from death by 
the mark of the red blood on the doors of their houses, 
spare all further bloodshed to you, your families and the 
entire world, through that Blood, so infinitely precious, 
which bathed the Cross of His Divine Son, and which 
today after the mystical Banquet is ruddy on your lips, 
symbol once more of the redemption and of the pardon 
which Jesus alone can give. 

May the blessing of God hasten the accomplishment 


_ of this prayer, which comes from Our heart rather than 
from Our lips. 
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Scandalizing the Little Ones 
By Paur L. Bake y, S.J. 

66 HY are your priests so insistent.” an anonymous 

correspondent recently inquired, “on keeping 

Catholic children in Catholic schools? I am a devout 

Catholic myself, but like many other good Catholics, I 

send my children without scruple to non-Catholic 
schools.” 

The “devout Catholic,” figuring occasionally in our 
newspapers, is a being curiously and fearfully made. As a 
rule, he is in a state of chronic revolt against the Church. 
He adopts the singular policy of proving his devotion to 
the Faith, by slandering its official teachers, or by doing 
his puny best to tear down what the Church builds up. 
Generally he possesses an abysmal ignorance of Catholic 
belief and practice; much of his correspondence he con- 
cludes with his self-assigned title, suppressing, for reasons 
of humility, his illustrious name. Sometimes he mas- 
querades as a “broad-minded Catholic,” or an “educated 
Catholic,” realizing, no doubt, the serious need of some- 
how proving the breadth of his intellect and the general 
tremendousness of his mental equipment. 

But my anonymous correspondent is in error in believ- 
ing that good Catholics entrust their children, by choice, 
to non-Catholic schools. In the absence of extenuating 
circumstances, of which the Church is the proper judge, 
parents who send their children to non-Catholic schools 
are, by the very fact, not good Catholics, but disloyal and 
disobedient Catholics. “Good” Catholics make every 
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effort to “think with the Church,” and according to the 
Church’s thinking, expressed, for instance, in the Balti- 
more Decrees and in countless episcopal pastorals, the 
only safe place for the education of the Catholic child 
is the Catholic school. “Good” Catholics gladly sacrifice 
many things, their real necessities at times, to safeguard 
their children against the perils to faith and morals, so 
common in a society which is fast persuading itself that 
it can get along better without God than with God. They 
know that this necessary training can be had, ordinarily 
speaking, only in a Catholic school. They also know that 
an account of the care they have given their children will 
be exacted before the judgment seat of God. Therefore 
they gladly choose the Catholic school for their children. 
These parents are in truth “devout Catholics’; our 
anonymous correspondents obviously have no claim to 
the title. German silver is not silver and fool’s gold is 
not gold. Neither are they even passable Catholics who 
condemn their children to non-Catholic schools, when 
they might easily place them in institutions where the 
name of Jesus Christ is revered, and not, as in the 
secular schools, forbidden. 

In many cases, moreover, if not in all, they may be 
thought the objects of one of the most terrible maledic- 
tions uttered by the lips of the Saviour of mankind. He 
said of Judas, that it were better he had never been born; 
for those who place the little ones of His flock in the 
occasions of evil, He reserves a punishment compared 
with which the death of the body is as nothing. “And 
Jesus calling unto him a little child, set him in the midst 
of them, and said . . ._ he that shall receive one such 
little child in my name receiveth me. But he that shall 
scandalize one of these little ones that believe in me, it 
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were better for him that a millstone should be hanged 
about his neck, and that he should be drowned in the 
depth of the sea.” Does this condemnation apply to 
parents who freely send their children to schools not 
conducted in His name, schools in which God has no 
part? 

By the law of nature parents are strictly bound to care 
for their children. This obligation is by no means ful- 
filled by providing for the child’s physical and mental wel- 
fare. Entrusted by the Almighty Creator to the guard- 
ianship of father and mother, the child is no mere entity 
of time, capable of mental and physical development 
within certain limits, but a being truly made to the image 
of God. He has an immortal soul essentially differentiat- 
ing him from the brute beast; his destiny reaches far be- 
yond the narrow bounds of time and space. He comes 
from the hand of God; he must, after the period of his 
earthly existence, go back to God, to live through an 
eternity of happiness or pain. The choice between good 
and evil is within the power of his free will, cooperating 
with the grace of God, but the line of his choice is deeply 
influenced by his early environment and training. In the 
intention of the Church, every home should, therefore, 
be a sanctuary, and every father and mother a minister 
of grace, turning the unfolding mind of the child to 
thoughts of its eternal destiny. 

In the present constitution of society, this priestly 
office is delegated in part to the school. For the time 
being, the instructor shares the duty and the authority 
of father and mother. Parents, therefore, are strictly 
bound in conscience not to delegate any part of their 
duty or authority to any who are either unable or un- 
willing to watch over the spiritual as well as the physical 





SCANDALIZING THE LITTLE ONES = 489 





and mental welfare of their children. If parents are 
careless or indifferent in sharing an authority which by 
the law of nature belongs primarily to them, not to the 
State, they fail grievously in their duty to their children. 
It is clear, then, that except for grave reasons, approved 
by the proper ecclesiastical authority, a Catholic parent 
may not give the child into the keeping of teachers who 
are obliged by law to exclude even the most casual in- 
struction in supernatural religion. “Their angels in 
heaven always see the face of my Father,” said Our 
Lord of the children He had gathered about Him. But 
the secular school, unconcerned with life’s most im- 
portant interests, has nothing to teach the neglected child 
of the Angels, of God, its last end, of heaven. For 
“secularized” education, narrow in concept and crude in 
practice, knows nothing of these things, except, perhaps, 
that they are “sectarian teachings,” to be avoided in the 
classroom quite as carefully as profane language. 

The enemies of religion understand the importance of 
the receptive, impressionable years of childhood far better 
than many a Catholic parent. In himself small and 
feeble, as Pére Garaud remarks, the child “is destined to 
be all. He is the future. He is the family, society, the 
Church.” And it is equally true that the child of today 
may be the outcast of the next generation, a wrecker of 
all family ideals, a fanatic with hands impotently raised 
against the Church of God. Our enemies realize, and act 
upon their realization, that in securing the child, they 
secure the future. It is this reason precisely which has 
dictated the complete secularization of education in 
France, and which through the indifference of the Ameri- 
can public, nominally Christian, bids fair to encompass 
a like result in our own country. 
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“Secularization” is the word of the hour. We have 
secular education, secular charity, secular churches, and 
a secular State. Small wonder then, that we also live 
in a society, worldly in the Scriptural sense, a society that 
finds God an unpleasant memory or a curious myth, and 
deems His Commandments an unwarranted restriction 
upon the freedom of the individual to work out his own 
destiny. This is the world which our children must 
soon face. Are we preparing them to pass through it 
unscathed, by entrusting them to schools whose highest 
religious effort is the furtive admission that any religion 
is good if one finds it helpful? Plainly, this miserable 
principle means the substitution of a primitive form of 
pragmatism for the acceptance, binding on every human 
creature, of a supernatural revelation. Can the Catholic 


parent who freely subjects his child to schools ruled by 
this base spirit, escape before the judgment seat of God, 
the condemnation of those who “scandalize these little 
ones that believe in me”? 
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Why Go to College? 


To the Editor of “America”: 

I am a lad of eighteen and I want to enter a Catholic college. 
But my father won’t hear of it. He is a good Catholic and 
quite well-to-do, but he thinks that the time passed at college 
is generally wasted. So he wants me to go to work in a bank 
this fall and begin to earn my own living. Do you think there 
is any way of getting my father to change his mind? EP. 


OUR case, my dear E. P. is not uncommon. For 
there are many worthy Catholics who share your 
father’s views regarding a course at college. Men who 
have faced life without the advantages of birth, wealth 
or education and who from their earliest years have had 


to fight hard for success, are disposed to set little or no 
value on higher education. They believe that their sons 
should begin life pretty much as they themselves began 
it. They like to see a lad start in his early teens to be 
self-supporting, for then he will probably “amount to 
something” by the time he is thirty. 

But if self-made men who set little value on a college 
education are only honest with themselves, they will be 
forced to own that the average college-bred man of their 
acquaintance possesses striking advantages which they 
lack, and that he is “getting more out of life,” as the 
phrase runs, than they are. In the first place the man 
who finishes a college course with credit learns to write 
well, for the earlier studies of the curriculum, particularly 
in a Catholic college, are admirably designed to develop 
in the pupil a correct taste in literature and to teach him 
the art of writing with clearness, force, and elegance. 
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The college-bred man has also learned how to speak well, 
a distinct gain, as those will admit who have heard many 
self-made men address an audience. Men who have had 
a year of rhetoric, particularly as it is taught in our 
Catholic colleges, learn how to grace rather than to dis- 
grace the rostrum. But best of all, the graduate of the 
Catholic college has learned how to think and to live. 
Two years are devoted to a thorough training in logic, 
metaphysics and ethics; physical science is not neglected ; 
the student acquires as his Alma Mater’s most precious 
gift, a grasp of Christian evidences and Catholic apologet- 
ics combined with a four-years’ training in the practice 
of his religion, that will be to him a possession forever. 
With intellect and will thus equipped, the earnest col- 
lege graduate who adopts any honorable profession, can 
be confident of soon outstripping, as a rule, the men of 
untrained intellects who have entered commercial or pro- 
fessional life much younger than he, but without the ad- 
vantages of higher education. Moreover his mind to him 
a kingdom is, so he can find in the world around him a 
thousand pure pleasures that the self-made man is quite 
incapable of enjoying. 

A “student” can of course dawdle through college, and 
devote himself while there so exclusively to athletics, 
social activities and idle reading that after four years he 
will leave his Alma Mater worse fitted than ever for 
success in life. But on the other hand, as is proved by 
statistics, a remarkably large proportion of the young 
men who are graduated from college afterwards win 
distinction in their, chosen profession. So suppose you 
leave this answer to your letter, E. P., where your 
father will see it. Perhaps he will then reconsider his 
refusal to let you enter college. 
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The Guardian of Purity 


HE sound principles Father Joseph Keating lays 
down in an excellent paper on “The State and the 
Social Evil” he contributes to the July Month might 
profitably be brought to the attention of some of our 
American: law-makers. Regarding legislation against 
the grave disorder in question, he shows that if the 
State is anxious that its citizens successfully avoid 
the physical consequences of sin, but. neglects to 
see that their moral sense is strengthened and elevated, 
matters will go from bad to worse, for “Nothing can 
combat the evil in all its bearings, and keep the soul as 
well as the body healthy, except the practice of virtue.” 
Sins of impurity lessen or increase among a people ac- 
cording to the degree in which the teaching of Christ 
on the subject is accepted. “If the physical disease is 
to be suppressed, the moral disease which precedes and 
engenders it must first be overcome. All other remedies 
are but palliatives.” Father Keating then summarizes as 
follows what the Catholic Church as the watchful guard- 
ian of purity has done for the State: 

By the express injunction of its Founder, it made voluntary 
virginity a higher ideal than even Christian marriage. Its 
teaching on the virtue of chastity is definite, clear, and uncom- 
promising. None of its children who have studied its catechism 
can be ignorant on this important point. It’ stigmatizes as 
grievous sins all deliberate offences, were they only in thought 
or desire against purity. It braces the weak human will and 
tames the strong human passions by constant recourse to the 
means of grace, prayer and the Sacraments, until appetite is 
brought thoroughly into subjection to the rational will. It sets 
before Christian youth conspicuous models of virtue, the Queen 
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of Virgins especially, and the Saints remarkable for purity of 
life, and bands them together in sodalities for mutual support. 
It preaches moderation in the use of matrimonial privileges 
and denounces all abuse of them. It opposes with all its force 
the system of successive polygamy introduced by divorce. It 
thus uses every means, natural and supernatural, to keep this 
strong animal instinct in due bounds, and it attains wonderful 
success in its efforts. St. Augustine, who was enslaved by the 
evil habit, would have despaired of permanently breaking his 
bonds but for the chaste example of the Christian youths and 
maidens around him, and that phenomenon has persisted to this 
day. The superior morality of Catholic boarding schools is 
acknowledged tacitly or openly by thousands of non-Catholics, 
and that morality is mainly due to the light and strength 
afforded by the Church. 


The Church, moreover, has never tolerated for an 


instant the doctrine that sins of impurity are unavoid- 
able, she had never regarded as inevitable what is eu- 
phemistically termed “sowing one’s wild oats,” and she 
has never accepted the so-called “double standard.” 
The pagans of our day, however, shamelessly and per- 
sistently teach the sexual promiscuity is universal, par- 
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donable, “natural,” “necessary” and even “wholesome.” 
Consequently public opinion regarding the social 
evil has become so perverted that outside the Church 
correct principles concerning the obligation and prac- 
ticability of personal purity for both men and women are 
becoming “unpopular.” All the more important there- 
fore is it that Catholic publicists should thoroughly un- 
derstand and fearlessly defend the Church’s attitude 
toward the social evil. 





